This article interrogates the assumption that media content analyses based on mixed-method research are free of contradictions. We argue 
We must remain self-consciously aware of how specific research questions attract particular theoretical paradigms and tend to pre-empt the choice of research method. Consequently, we must question the adequacy of the method for the research question. We must look beyond the pragmatic focus of the specific research project. And we must seek an inter-disciplinary sophistication in learning how to appropriately articulate different research inputs into a coherent and legitimate synthesis.
Whilst the quest for alternative theoretical paradigms and interdisciplinary methodologies extends the scope of research outputs beyond the purely empirical findings, it also draws attention to the inherent problems of mixed-method research.
If the "legitimacy" of a research methodology is to be ascertained against its openness to varied epistemologies, it is equally important to be alert to the susceptibility of such methodological integration to incoherence and misinterpretation.
In our discussion of mixed-method research, we have focused on one particular variable, that of Appraisal, which has been a major methodological preoccupation in content analysis research (POOLE, 2002; RICHARDSON, 2004 ).
Our argument is that the Appraisal variable can be a productive way of intersecting quantitative and qualitative analytical approaches. However, the inherent subjectivism of the term, as well as the semantic and pragmatic difficulties its 
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There are some pre-existing limitations in the FRA pilot per se that we will not address here. Firstly, it is well-known that content analysis as a method has its own limitations. It ignores aspects of the meaning making process such as social institutions of discourse production and consumption, focusing instead on the analysis of the message itself. In other words, the pilot methodology circumscribes the fact that 'in the media commonality is not only imagined, but also negotiated' (GEORGIOU et al., 2007) . Secondly, the project is restricted to the analysis of national media, ignoring the presence of niche media and regional media, where minority media are usually consumed and produced (ALIA; BULL, 2005) . Thirdly, the analysis of content as an explicit and rational message is likely to overlook the 'symptomatic reading' of content (HUSBAND; DOWNING, 2005) , obfuscating ironic and figurative representations of migrants and minorities.
At the same time, it is important to acknowledge that the FRA pilot has systematically provided empirical data about the coverage of minorities in the European press. It has equipped us with valuable cross-temporal and cross-country indexes and sources of research that will advance the comparative study of media and policy systems (HALLIN; MANCINI, 2004 quantitative variables (e.g., 'number of mentions of a minority group') cannot be used to qualify the context in which a specific minority group is referred to; and the qualitative list of terms used to refer to a specific minority group cannot be counted in any representative way to indicate with precision the frequency with which the group is represented in the entire sample.
Ideally, the two databases should complement each other. The problem, however, is that the mixed-method approach does not consist of merely adding up the two datasets, but rather invites the scrutiny and reconciliation of the discontinuities between the two research paradigms, which roughly correspond to positivism / postpositivism and constructivism / interpretivism (MORGAN, 2007) . Thus, while the number of mentions of a specific minority group refers in a nutshell to "the positivist notion of a singular reality, the one and only truth that is out there waiting to be discovered by objective and value-free inquiry", the qualitative analysis of a list of terms and attributes used to describe a minority group refers to 'the idea that there is no such thing as a single objective reality and that "subjective inquiry is the only kind possible to do" (ERLANDSON et al., 1993 , p. xi apud FEILZER, 2010 
Appraisal in quantitative analysis
The FRA project monitored for four months the main newspapers in six EU countries: the UK, 2 Index A (column 6) is calculated by the "% of MMG articles with No religion" (column 5) divided by "The total % of articles with MMG" (column 2). Index B (column 7) is calculated by dividing the "% of MMG articles with Muslim background" (column 3) by the "% of articles with Non-Muslim background" (column 4), subtracted by 1. Paper label
Paper Type
Orientation Left-wing (7,8%) (2,5%) (1,7%) (3,6%) 46% 49%
Right-wing (7,5%) (2,4%) (1,2%) (3,0%) 45% 100%
Total UK (7,7%) (2,5%) (1,5%) (3,7%) 48% 70% Table 2 sums up the average of these values, presenting a scale from +1 (positive appraisal only) to -1 (negative appraisal only). It should be noted, however, that proximity to zero does not mean that the MMG is appraised in a neutral light. The reason for such an outcome is that the index value "zero" can be found in three cases: a) when no explicit appraisal is used by the article (absence of appraisal); b) when both positive and negative explicit appraisal are used by the article (ambivalent appraisal); and c) when explicit appraisal cannot be ascribed to a particular tone (e.g., ambiguous appraisal).
As Table 2 shows, the UK press has an Overall 
Appraisal in qualitative analysis
The qualitative dataset of the FRA project recorded the attributes and terms used to refer to MMGs in the newspapers covered by this study. Given the qualitative aspect of this part of the project, the team did not count the number of occurrences of a specific term used with respect to a MMG in the same article.
Furthermore, terms that were significantly similar were coded only once, e.g., "Eastern European"
and "Eastern Europeans". This has enabled the team to record the range of vocabulary used to represent minorities and migrants, compare across different newspaper editions and historical periods.
A distinction was also made between "Implicit" Possible avenues for further exploration include cultural and other narratives used to frame MMGs,
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5 Article Connotation was coded not simply as a numerical value but had an explanatory discursive side to it, which summed up in a sentence how an MMG was represented in the article overall. 6 In the qualitative dataset on the Muslim MMG our research team included not only terms that explicitly designated an individual or a group as Muslim, but also references to Iraqis, Palestinians, Pakistanis and Arabs. In this sense, our approach differs from the one used by Elizabeth Poole (2002) , insofar as media operate by suggestion and association, and even when an explicit designation of a MMG is absent, readers are invited to make the cognitive leap and identify an individual as minority by certain visual or verbal clues present in the public imaginary. 7 Médias com a notação * se referem a células nas quais N < 10 artigos. Such an analysis would demonstrate not only the internal ambivalence of the terminology used by media nowadays, but also the ambivalence that is at the heart of the variables and categories used to conduct mixed-method research. Fundamentales de la UE sobre la cobertura de los inmigrantes y las minorías en la prensa británica. Centrándonos más específicamente en la codificación e interpretación de la variable de evaluación utilizada en el proyecto, investigamos cómo su definición subjetiva y cuantificación desafiadora señalan algunos de los problemas de coherencia que conlleva la intersección de los enfoques cualitativos y cuantitativos para el análisis de contenido. En este sentido, no descartamos el potencial de los métodos de investigación mixtos para ofrecer resultados perspicaces, pero advertimos en contra de la aplicación mecánica de los enfoques cross-paradigmáticos, y sostenemos que los vacíos e incongruencias expuestos por diferentes paradigmas pueden revelar más sobre la ambivalencia de la representación de los medios que su sincronización acrítica.
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